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10th Mountain Division—headquarters and

two brigades at Fort Drum, NY.
25th Infantry Division—headquarters and

two brigades at Schofield Barracks, HI, one
brigade at Fort Lewis, WA.

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I yield the last 2 minutes of
the special order to our friend, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PAPPAS).

Mr. PAPPAS. Mr. Speaker, I take my
job as a Member of Congress very seri-
ously. No responsibility is more impor-
tant than Congress’ role to provide for
the Senate defense. This responsibility,
before all others, is why we are here.
Yet, today, we face threats. Our troops
face threats. Our allies face threats.
Our interests face threats.

The May 1, 1998 Washington Times
reported that China has at least 13
intercontinental ballistic missiles
aimed at American soil. We cannot de-
fend against an attack because we can-
not afford national missile defense. Our
troops in Korea and elsewhere have
missiles of mass destruction with
chemical and biological weapons aimed
at them. We cannot protect them ei-
ther. It is not just missiles.

New technology poses new threats.
For example, computer hackers in a
rogue nation can break into our com-
puters and cripple our military com-
munications systems.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I thank my col-
leagues for arranging this special order today
to focus on the plight of the Department of De-
fense (DoD) and its ever declining budget.
This is the 14th straight year that DoD funding
has decreased. Readiness is suffering be-
cause DoD does not have enough funds to
train its soldiers, sailors, airmen, and Marines.
Readiness is suffering because military per-
sonnel are leaving the force because they are
away from their families too often and when
they are home, their quality of life is declining.
If the force is not ready, it cannot protect this
nation.

Bedsies readiness concerns, the force also
cannot protect the nation if its equipment is
not the best in the world. The planned budgets
do not provide sufficiently to upgrade the mili-
tary’s equipment. How can we send these
young men and women to battle without the
best equipment?

The Army in particular is suffering greatly
under the current and future budget plans.
The Army is doing much more with much less.
Since the end of the Cold War, the size of the
force has shrunk by 300,000. At the same
time, however, Army deployments have in-
creased by 300%. Sixty percent of the forces
committed to the multiple operations across
the world is Army. Even so, the Army receives
less than one fourth of DoD’s funding. The
Army simply does not have the funding nec-
essary to complete all of the missions being
required of it.

Due to insufficient budgets planned for the
future, the Army is being forced to make cuts
that are unacceptable and it is being forced to
make these cuts in ways that do not make
sense. Just today, I was in a meeting concern-
ing civilian cuts to Army training posts. We
were told that cuts have to be made be-
cause—bottom line—the budget is too low. At
the same time, the Army is looking at ways to
privatize some of its activities. The Army is

supposed to study which jobs can be
outsourced and maintain the personnel for the
jobs which cannot be outsourced. Due to
budgetary constraints, however, the Army is
cutting in a haphazard manner—losing many
of those civilians who really may be essential
to Army activities.

The vast decline in the national security
budget is requiring these cuts to be made in
ways that do not make sense. We are eating
our seed corn. The average age of a DoD ci-
vilian is now close to 50 years old. Within five
years, it would seem that all those with experi-
ence and knowledge will make it to retirement
and leave. This will leave our defense depart-
ment without individuals with any institutional
knowledge.

I urge the President and my colleagues in
Congress to increase the defense budget. As
a Vietnam veteran, I understand the need for
quality equipment. I understand the need for
high morale in soldiers. As a former civil serv-
ant, I understand the importance of civil serv-
ants to running an agency and the need for
high morale among their ranks to operate well.
If the defense budget is not increased in the
outyears, the military’s equipment will be insuf-
ficient and the personnel—both uniformed and
civilian—will continue to be demoralized.
And—we will no longer be able to claim to be
the best and strongest military in the world.

Without our strong military, we would not be
the country that we are today. Remember that
we could actually have lost several wars this
century and we could all be speaking German.
f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks on the subject of my spe-
cial order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.
f

RWANDAN GENOCIDE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 1997, the gentlewoman from
Georgia (Ms. MCKINNEY) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
minority leader.

Ms. McKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, during
World War II, the world stood by and
watched as innocent men, women, and
children were exterminated for no
other reason than their ethnicity. The
world said never again.

Well, 50 years later in Rwanda, the
world stood by and watched as inno-
cent men, women, and children were
exterminated for no other reason than
their ethnicity. Knowing that a geno-
cide was about to occur, the world
turned away or said this is not my
problem. During the genocide, many
said this is bad, but they did not act.
After the genocide, the world offered
reasons and apologies for its inaction.

Mr. Speaker, the world forgot the
promise it made right after World War
II. Indeed, the promise of ‘‘never
again’’ was left tragically unfulfilled.

In 1994, close to 1 million people were
killed in a planned and systematic
genocide.

Today the Subcommittee on Inter-
national Operations and Human Rights
of the Committee on International Re-
lations held an important hearing to
begin answering some important ques-
tions. How could the world tolerate
such violence? Who is responsible? Why
did the international community fail
to respond? How can we stop the con-
tinuing cycle of violence in the Great
Lakes region?

I would like to thank the chairman
of the subcommittee, my good friend,
the gentleman from New Jersey, (Mr.
SMITH) for his courage and compassion
for addressing this important issue. I
think it is important that people un-
derstand the history of the relationship
between the indigenous peoples of
Rwanda.

Prior to the 20th century colonial-
ism, Rwandan Hutus and Tutsis were
identified, not by their ethnicity, but
by their economic status. For example
a Tutsi was considered a wealthy and
prominent person in the community,
while Hutus were often poor. However,
if a Tutsi were to lose his or her
wealth, they would then be considered
a Hutu. Similarly, a Hutu who had
climbed an economic ladder would then
be considered a Tutsi. Thus, a distinc-
tion was not based on ethnicity but by
standing in the community.

However, after centuries of living to-
gether in relative peace, Rwandan
Hutus and Tutsis were taught to fear
and mistrust one another because of
disparaging treatment at the hands of
Belgian colonialists.

The Belgians treated Tutsis as an
upper class, providing them with an
education and important government
positions, while relegating the major-
ity Hutu population to agricultural
work and manual labor. Furthermore,
the Belgians began requiring Hutus and
Tutsis to carry identification cards,
further creating an atmosphere of fear
and hatred.

The strong animosity created by the
colonialists was maintained after inde-
pendence as extremist Hutu leaders
sought to strike back at Tutsis by re-
moving them from all positions of
power and refraining from punishing
those who committed acts of violence
against Tutsi civilians.

The ethnic cleansing of Tutsis in the
early 1960s led to an exile population
that was spread across Uganda, Zaire,
Burundi, and Tanzania. Persecution
and expulsion of minority Tutsis and
moderate Hutus continued throughout
the 1980s and early 1990s until the trag-
ic events unfolded that led to the 1994
genocide.

I provide this history, Mr. Speaker,
to enlighten those who find it conven-
ient to attribute the Rwandan genocide
to the irrational, quote, ‘‘tribal hatred
and bloodthirstiness of Africans.’’
Rather, what subsequent investiga-
tions have revealed is that the killings
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